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rejection of the Bill, and the whole Unionist Party voted against 1912
it;  but neither he nor any Opposition leader or speaker had any *
alternative to suggest, and when the Bill reached the Lords, Lord
Lansdowne advised that it should be let pass and the responsibility
for it be thrown on to the Government.
Notwithstanding that the Labour Party had voted against it
on the third reading, the Bill ended the strike, for the Miners'
Federation took a ballot of their members to decide whether they
would return to work pending the decision of the district Boards;
and though there was still a majority for holding out, it was con-
sidered too small to justify a continuance of the struggle, and
the men were back at work by the middle of April. As for the
responsibility, Asquith was only too willing to take it, and the
general opinion was that he had handled a dangerous emergency
in a masterly manner. In his view the difference between fixing
the amount of a wage and providing the machinery for fixing it
in an Act of Parliament was vital. Only a " local body armed with
local knowledge '* could understand such a task. To put a specific
figure into an Act of Parliament would not be in the interests of the
men and would expose Parliament to a most undesirable form of
agitation:
" I want to point out to my hon, friends who represent the miners the
peculiar dangers to which, from their point of view, the adoption of
this proposal may lead* Once put in an Act of Parliament as expressing
the considered judgment of Parliament that a particular figure—say 5s,
—was a fair minimum wage for a particular class of workmen, and you
may depend upon it that that will be treated as a maximum* and an
intimation that Parliament thinks that that is fair and right, and you
will have enormous difficulty in getting anybody, when the matter
comes before other tribunals and comparisons are made between that
wage and the wages of other classes of workmen, persuaded that that
tribunal ought to entertain any other figure than the 5s. I think it
would be very disastrous in the interests of the men themselves. There
is another point, too, that affects the men, and which, I think, also
affects the general community. If we were once to put a figure such as
this into an Act of Parliament, is it not perfectly clear to those of us
who know much about electioneering that it must become the subject of
agitation, and—I do not want to use offensive phrases—of bidding and
oounter^biddtog in constituencies where the particular class of workers
affected are largely represented. It is the most natural thing in the
world to go to constituencies and say, ' What, 6s,, it is not enough.
Suppose we say 8s/ I am afraid you would get the competition of
rival bidders, with the most demoralising results to the general community
and to the political life of the country." (House of Commons, 22nd
Jfawh, 1912.)

